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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The objections to the drawings and claims objections in the last office 
action dated 8/30/08 have been withdrawn. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-3, 7-11 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Squitieri (4591225) in view of DE (9400303). 

As to claim 1 , Squitieri, Figs.l-6 shows a conductor connection module 20 for 
printed circuit boards comprising: a plurality of contact elements 60, and an integral 
housing 40 in which the contact elements are arranged, the housing extending from a 
first end to a second end, the contact elements having a first contact area 64 arranged 
at the first end of the housing, and the contact elements having a second contact area 
70 which is in the form of a contact pin arranged at the second end of the housing, 
wherein longitudinal axes of the first contacts lie parallel to the surface of the printed 
circuit board when the conductor connection module is in the installed state on the 
printed circuit board 76. To form the first contact area to be in the form of an insulation- 
displacement terminal contact would have been obvious to one with skill in the art since 
such change is old and well known in the art to obtain the predictable results such as for 
receiving the wires. For example, DE, Figs. 6-1 1 show an integral housing (not labeled) 
which holds contact elements 8 each including a first part with slit 21 read as the recited 
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insulation-displacement terminal contact and a second part 22 read as the recited 
contact pin. 

As to claim 2, Squitieri shows the contact pins are arranged at right angles to the 
insulation-displacement terminal contacts. 

As to claims 3 and 7, Squitieri shows the housing is an integral plastic housing. 

As to claims 8-10, Squitieri shows the housing has a stop surface 84 in order to 

support the housing on an end surface 80 of the printed circuit board. 

As to claims 1 1 and 16, the claims have substantially similar features as claims 

1-3 and 7-10; therefore they are rejected under the similar rationale. 

4. Claims 4-6,12-15 and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Squitieri (4591225) in view of DE (9400303) as applied to 

claims 1-3 above, and further in view of Smalley, Jr. et al (6050845) and Sommer 

et al (6095854). 

As to claims 4, 6,12, Squitieri in view of DE (303) does not show the housing 
having fixing pins which are arranged parallel to contact pins. Smalley, Jr., Figs. 
1-3 show a housing 12 having fixing pins 26 which are arranged parallel to 
contact pins 44. It would have been obvious to one with skill in the art to modify 
the connector of Squitieri by forming the housing with fixing pins which are 
arranged parallel to the contact pins, as taught by Smalley, in order to provide 
properly connection for the connector on the board. 
As to claims 5, 13, the claim features have been discussed above. 
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As to claims 14, 17 and 19, Squitieri shows the housing includes latching tabs 
94, 96 on opposite faces of the housing, but Squitieri in view of DE (303) does not show 
a front panel having an opening, an end of the housing including the insulation- 
displacement terminals positioned in the opening, the latching tabs latching the housing 
to the front panel. Sommer, Figs. 9-12 show a front panel 14 having an opening 12, an 
end of the housing including the insulation-displacement terminals positioned in the 
opening, latching tabs 22 latching the housing to the front panel. It would have been 
obvious to one with skill in the art to modify the connector of Squitieri by providing a 
front panel having an opening, an end of the housing including the insulation- 
displacement terminals positioned in the opening, the latching tabs latching the housing 
to the front panel, as taught by Sommer, in order to mount the connector to a panel. 

As to claims 15, 18 and 20, the claim features have been discussed above. 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 7/31/08 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

In response to the remarks on pages 7-8, Applicant states that replacing the 
tuning-fork contacts 60 of Squitieri with insulation- displacement terminal contacts would 
destroy the functionality of the receptacle assembly 20 because the receptacle 
assembly 20 would be unable to mate with the plug connector 30. The examiner agrees 
that the receptacle assembly 20 would be unable to mate with the plug connector 30; 
however, the teaching of the DE (303) is used to modify the structure contacts of the 
receptacle assembly 20 of Squitieri to allow the contacts to be able to connected with 
the wires but is not for connection with the contacts of the plug connector. 
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In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, the motivation to 
combine the references is to modify the structure contacts of the receptacle assembly 
20 of Squitieri so that the receptacle is able to be connected with the wires by using 
insulation displacement technology. 

In response to applicant's argument that the combination of Squitieri and the 
German reference does not disclose or suggest an integral housing which holds contact 
elements including insulation-displacement terminal contacts and contact pins. The 
Examiner disagrees, German (DE 9400303) clearly discloses and shows an integral 
housing (not labeled) which holds contact elements 8 each including a first part having 
slit 21 read as the recited insulation-displacement terminal contact and a second part 22 
read as the recited contact pin. 

In response to applicant's argument that neither Smalley nor Sommer disclose or 
suggest an integral housing extending from a first end at which an insulation- 
displacement terminal contact is arranged to a second end at which a contact pin is 
arranged. Further, neither Smalley nor Sommer suggests how Squitieri can be modified 
to replace the tuning-fork contacts 60 of Squitieri with insulation-displacement terminal 
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contacts without destroying the functionality of the receptacle assembly 20, the test for 
obviousness is not whether the features of a secondary reference may be bodily 
incorporated into the structure of the primary reference; nor is it that the claimed 
invention must be expressly suggested in any one or all of the references. Rather, the 
test is what the combined teachings of the references would have suggested to those of 
ordinary skill in the art. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). 

The other remarks appear to be fully addressed in the rejection above. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Hien D. 
Vu at telephone number 571-272-2016. 



/Hien D. Vu/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2833 



